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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 5,6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The claims are dependant on claim 1 which is an 
article/apparatus claim, however the preamble and body of the claims are method 
claims including method steps, which is inconsistent with claim 1 . It is unclear if 
applicant is claiming a method or an apparatus. Accordingly the claims will be 
examined as best understood. Appropriate clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,3,5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by De 
Quesada (5782047). 

Claim 1 . De Quesada discloses a panel structure of steel house built by 
constructing multi-story structural frameworks by forming wall panels by fastening face 
members (34) to rectangular frames of light-gage channels of sheet steels (24), 
constructing walls of each story by disposing said wall panels along the four sides of a 
rectangle (as seen in the figures), and assembling said wall panels and a floor panel 
consisting of a wall plate mounted on floor joists, the panel structure characterized by 
that; side ends of said floor panel are connected to the inner upper end of the wall 
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panels of the lower story (as seen in figures 8,9,1 1 ), and the end edges of the wall 
panels of the upper and lower stories on at least two opposite sides of said four sides 
are butt-joined (as seen in figures 8,9,1 1). 

Claim 3. The panel structure of steel house according to claim 1 , in which; 

the end edges of the wall panels of the upper and lower stories on two opposite 
sides are butt-joined by using rigid hardware whose upper and lower parts are anchored 
by fasteners to the wall frames of the wall panels of the upper and lower stories (as 
seen in figures 11,11 A). 

Claim 5. A method for constructing a panel structure of steel house according to 
claim 1, characterized by comprising steps of; constructing the walls of a lower story by 
disposing wall panels along the four sides of a rectangle, connecting at least two 
opposite sides of the wall panel to the inner upper end of the wall panels of the lower 
story, supporting the wall panel of an upper story by the wall panels of the lower story, 
and constructing the walls of the upper story by connecting the lower end of the wall 
panels of the upper story to the upper end of the wall panels of the lower story (as seen 
in the figures and presented above). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over De 
Quesada (5782047). 

Claim 4. De Quesada discloses the panel structure of steel house according to 
claim 3, in which; but does not expressly disclose that said connection hardware is 
made of tubular steel of a given length compressed at both ends, said tubular steel 
being passed through an opening in the web of the upper and lower frames of light- 
gage channels of sheet steels, and the compressed parts of the upper and lower tubular 
steels being anchored by fasteners to the web of the wall frames. 

However, De Quesada does disclose connection hardware anchored by 
fasteners to the web of the wall frames (as seen in figures 11 ,11 A). Further it is noted 
that there are many various types of known connection hardware for connecting upper 
and lower wall panels. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the connection hardware of De 
Quesada to have any of the known types of connection hardware to accommodate 
various assembly and design requirements for a specific building design, as well as for 
availability and cost factors. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



Application/Control Number: 10/563,552 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3635 

Claim 6 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art discloses the panel/building structure as in claims 1 and 5, but 
does not discloses that the upper edges of the wall panels of the lower story on two 
opposite sides are held lower than the upper edges of the wall panels of the lower story 
on other two opposite sides. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JESSICA LAUX whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
8228. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday, 9:00am to 
5:00pm (est). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on 571-272-6777. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. L./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3635 



/DAVID DUNN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3636 



